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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1/19/2007 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant has overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

3. Applicant argued the specification contained a description of "monolithic blocks of information" 
that "at least provide[d] a context, which would be readily understood by one skilled in the art, for the temri 
'monolithic AV content'". At least providing a context to one of ordinary skill in the art is not providing a 
definition to one of ordinary skill in the art. One of ordinary skill in the art is unable to comprehend what 
Applicant meant by "monolithic AV content". No supposed amount of context could provide a possible 
definition for this unknown term in the art, based upon searches of both patents and non-patent literature 
which both returned no definition of monolithic data, much less any definition which would be found 
reasonable to one of ordinary skill in the art. Multiple senior patent examiners have been consulted within 
the Office. Assuming a patent examiner possesses skill above and beyond ordinary skill in the art, and 
no patent examiners know how to read this tenm, then it is inherent that one possessing ordinary skill 
would not comprehend this terminology. Since one of ordinary skill in the art is unclear what Applicant 
means by "monolithic AV content", one of ordinary skill in the art cannot enable this invention. 

4. Failing the presentation of a reasonable definition of "monolithic AV content" by Applicant, the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of this temn is read to be data. Schmeidler meets the limitations of the 
claims given this best possible interpretation. It is impossible to cleariy ascertain argue Applicant's further 
arguments concerning Schmeidler and "monolithic AV content", since it is impossible to understand 
Applicant's meaning of "monolithic AV content" given the lack of detail in the originally filed specification. 

5. Applicant has previously withdrawn claims 32, 41 , and 50, as belonging to a non-elected group. 
"In order to be eligible for rejoinder, a claim to a nonelected invention must depend from or otherwise 
require all the limitations of an allowable claim ." (Emphasis added) The pending claims are not in 
condition for allowance, making rejoinder under MPEP 821 .04 improper. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
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6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplatied by the inventor of carrying out his invention, 

7. Claims 24-31, 33-40, and 42-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way.as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is 
most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

8. MPEP 2164 gives the grounds of the Test of Enablement. The specification must "describe the 
invention in such temns that one skilled in the art can make and use the claimed invention". "The 
infomnation contained in the disclosure of an application must be sufficient to inform those skilled in the 
relevant art how to both make and use the claimed invention." 

9. MPEP 2164.01(a) described the factors to detemnine whether there is sufficient evidence to 
support that a disclosure does not satisfy the enablement requirement and whether any necessary 
experimentation is "undue". These factors include, but are not limited to: 



a. 


The breadth of the claims; 


b. 


The nature of the invention; 


c. 


The state of the prior art; 


d. 


The level of one of ordinary skill; 


e. 


The level of predictability in the art; 


f. 


The amount of direction provided by the inventor; 


g. 


The existence of working examples; and 


h. 


The quantity of experimentation needed to make or use the invention based on the 


content 


of the disclosure. 



10. MPEP 2164.01(b) states "as long as the specification discloses at least one method for making 
and using the claimed invention that bears a reasonable correlation to the entire scope of the claim, then 
the enablement requirement of 35 U.S.C. 112 is satisfied. 
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1 1 . MPEP 2164,01 (c) states "if a statement of utility in the specification contains within it a 
connotation of how to use, and/or the art recognizes that standard modes of administration are known 
and contemplated, 35 U.S.C. 112 is satisfied. 

12. The claims and originally filed specification are egregiously deficient in ternis of the enablement 
requirements put forward by 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph. 

13. Claims 24-31 , 33-40, and 42-49 deal with "monolithic AV content". Applicant admitted this in the 
response of June 26, 2006. The originally filed specification refenred in passing to "monolithic AV 
content" twice without defining what "monolithic AV content" encompassed. 

14. The level of one of ordinary skill in the art is an artisan with a Bachelor's degree in electrical or 
computer engineering and 2-3 years of industry experience. 

1 5. One of ordinary skill in the art would be unaware of what "monolithic AV content" consisted of. A 
search of the prior art failed to disclose what one of ordinary skill in the art could construe "monolithic AV 
content" to mean. 

16. The lack of information concerning "monolithic AV content" supports the analysis of the factors 
that the disclosure would require undue experimentation. The claims are extremely broad, even with the 
usage of the term "monolithic AV content". The nature of the invention is unclear to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. 

17. Applicant stated that audio-visual data "typically manifest(s) themselves as monolithic blocks of 
information". Originally filed specification, page 2, lines 3-5. A search of the prior art failed to produce 
evidence agreeing with Applicant's assertion, as the prior art never referred to the use of monolithic AV 
data. 

18. One of ordinary skill in the art using the level of the artisan previously presented would be unable 
to ascertain how to implement the invention as currently claimed with the current specification. One of 
ordinary skill in the art is unaware of "monolithic AV content". 

19. The inventor provided inadequate direction to teach one of ordinary skill in the art the use and 
implementation of "monolithic AV content". Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would necessarily 
suffer the burden of undue experimentation in implementing this invention. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

20. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

21 . Claims 24-31 , 33-40, and 42-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Schmeidler et al, (US 6,763,370 B1). 

22. In regard to claims 24, 33, and 42, Schmeidler disclosed: 

determining a networl< address for locating the monolithic AV content; (column 1 3, lines 

49-53) 

generating a fragment identifier for at least one fragment conesponding to at least one of 
said levels of data of said monolithic AV content, using the logical model; (column 14, lines 1-38) 
and 

combining the network address and the fragment identifier to form a URI reference, being 
an address for locating the AV fragment (column 14, lines 24-26). 

23. In regard to claims 25, 34, and 43, Schmeidler disclosed: 

providing an addressing scheme for addressing said at least one fragment to the levels of 
detail of said logical model, (column 2, lines 47-65; column 13, lines 40-67) 

24. In regard to claims 26, 35, and 44, Schmeidler disclosed: 

the addressing scheme for addressing said at least one fragment includes at least one of 
a time axis, a time function, a region axis, and a region function, (column 1 3, lines 50-67. The 
region axis and region function is the location on the server of the title. Time axis and function is 
provided in column 4, lines 7-22) 



1 
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25. In regard to claims 27, 36, and 45, Schmeidler disclosed: 

the fragment identifier is determined based on a hierarctiical representation oftt)e 
monolithic AV content generated by applying the logical model, (column' 14, lines 1-38) 

26. In regard to claims 28, 37, and 46, Schmeidler disclosed: 

the monolithic AV content is a single file in a file system supporting AudioA/ideo content. 
(column 1, lines 35-55; column 2, lines 35-56) 

27. In regard to claims 29, 38, and 47, Schmeidler disclosed: 

the monolithic AV content is one from the group consisting of a Digital Versatile Disk 
(DVD), Compact D/s/c Read Only Memory (CD ROM), Audio Compact Disk (CD), Videp Tape and 
Audio Tape, (column 1 , line 64 - column 2, line 3) 

28. In regard to claims 30, 39, and 48, Schmeidler disclosed: 

said addressing scheme is Xpath based, (column 1 7, lines 37-51 ; column 18, lines 1-18) 

29. In regard to claims 31 , 40, and 49, Schmeidler disclosed: 

the addressing scheme provides a syntax for addressing one or more AV fragments in 
the fragment identifier, (column 13, lines 53-63) 

Conclusion 

30. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this connmuni cation or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Jeffrey R. Swearingen whose telephone number is (571) 272-3921. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnatlon regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Infomnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infonmation for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more infomnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated infonmation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. ^ 




Jason Cardone 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 



